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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 2, 
line 6, the phrase "works in an office next town" should be -works in an office in the next 
town--. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamaguchi et al. (US 2003/0123079), and Keeney et al. (US 6,748,471), hereafter 
referred to as Yamaguchi and Keeney. 

Regarding claim 1 , Yamaguchi teaches a print system comprising a printer 
device and a host that is connected to the printer device and provides contents to the 
printer device (Yamaguchi, fig 1 , digital copier #1 , client #9, internet (not numbered) and 
WWW Server #1 1 , wherein the WWW server provides contents to the digital copier). 
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Yamaguchi also teaches the printer device is provided with a printer identification 
(Yamaguchi, paragraph 121-122, printer address identifies printer as a recipient of 
content), including a nonvolatile memory (Yamaguchi, fig 2, hard disc #3, and core 
comprising mem #123, which is RAM and ROM storing printer applications and 
information) holding a delivery request information table storing access destination 
addresses (Yamaguchi, paragraph 119-120, URL provides destination address of 
content. Additionally, organizing information in tabular format is well known in the art) 
and specific information about the printer device including the printer identification 
(Yamaguchi, paragraph 121-122, printer address identifies printer as a recipient of 
content. Print settings, specific to printer, can be seen in table 1 , comprising sheet 
style, margins, sorting, duplex printing, etc.), executing a delivery request of the 
contents to the host by sending the delivery request information table to the host, and 
receiving print data of the contents from the host to print the print data (Yamaguchi, 
paragraph 16, wherein imaging device sends delivery request to WWW server, and 
wherein the printer receives the print data to be printed accordingly). Yamaguchi does 
not teach a print system further comprising the host receiving the delivery request 
information table from the printer device, determining whether the requested contents 
should be delivered according to the printer identification included in the received 
delivery request information table, producing the print data of the contents on the basis 
of the specific information about the printer device, and delivering the print data to the 
printer device. Furthermore, the functionality of Yamaguchi is provided in part by the 
client computer, although it will be shown how the functionality may be provided 
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completely by the printer. Keeney teaches a print system comprising a printer device 
and a host connected to the printer, wherein the functionality is provided by the printer 
(Keeney, col 7, In 50-60, printer polling device which controls communication of the 
printer, may be integrated into the printer or may be an external device, or incorporated 
into a print server, i.e. a host. Thus, using the teachings of Keeney, the functionality of 
Yamaguchi may be realized in the printer), wherein the host receives the delivery 
request information table from the printer device, determines whether the requested 
contents should be delivered according to the printer identification included in the 
received delivery request information table (Keeney, for example, col 10, In 56-63, a list 
of recipients is located at the host, allowing the host to determine if the contents should 
be delivered), produces the print data of the contents on the basis of the specific 
information about the printer device, and delivers the print data to the printer device 
(Keeney, col 14, In 1-10, as part of the polling query, i.e. deliver request information 
table, the print data is produced in accordance with the printer specifics, and the data is 
delivered to the printing device to be printed). 

Yamaguchi and Keeney are combinable because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor of printing systems wherein the printing device requests printing jobs from 
content providers. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine the printing system of Keeney comprising the host 
receiving the delivery request information and the preparation of the corresponding print 
data, as well as the teachings of Keeney including locating the polling operations in the 
printer, with the print system of Yamaguchi comprising a printing device with nonvolatile 
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memory storing printer identification, delivery request information, destination 
addresses, and printer identification information, wherein the printing device executes a 
delivery request from the host and prints the contents. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to provide a printing system based on "pull" technology to allow users 
to print through any kind of network, and to print to an unknown destination printer in a 
reliable, efficient, and secure manner (Keeney, col 2, In 45-57), as well as to provide a 
printing system which can directly obtain data of a WWW server while also reducing 
load on the network (Yamaguchi, paragraph 9). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to combine Keeney with Yamaguchi to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1. 

Regarding claim 2, which depends from claim 1, the combination of Yamaguchi 
and Keeney teaches a print system wherein the printer device further includes a timer 
and the delivery request information table further stores an access time and an access 
period, and when the timer clocks the access time and the access period stored in the 
delivery request information table, the printer device accesses the access destination 
address and requests the host to deliver the contents (Yamaguchi, paragraph 25, 
content is accessed and printed according to a predetermined frequency, i.e. access 
time and an access period. Inherently, the printing system of Yamaguchi must 
comprise a timer to track time periods. See also paragraph 241 , wherein the access 
time and period are set, also seen in figs 20-22). 

Regarding claim 3, which depends from claim 1, the combination of Yamaguchi 
and Keeney teaches a print system wherein the printer device further includes a 
delivery request means, and when the delivery request means inputs the delivery 
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request, the printer device accesses the access destination address and requests the 
host to deliver the contents (Yamaguchi, paragraph 16-18, for example, wherein the 
image forming apparatus access and obtains information from the WWW server, i.e. 
comprises a delivery request means, wherein the destination address is accessed and 
the content is provided to the printer for printing). 

Regarding claim 4, which depends from claim 2, claim 4 recites identical features 
as claim 3 except claim 3 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar to that 
presented above for claim 3 are equally applicable to claim 4. 

Regarding claim 5, which depends from claim 1, the combination of Yamaguchi 
and Keeney teaches a print system wherein the host obtains the specific information 
about the printer device from the delivery request information table and delivers the 
contents according to the specific information to either the printer device or a delivery 
request terminal (Yamaguchi, paragraph 36-37, wherein the WWW server, i.e. the host, 
receives the delivery request from the imaging device, and delivers the contents 
according to the specific information of the printing device, such as the address 
information and frequency information). 

Regarding claim 6, which depends from claim 2, claim 6 recites identical features 
as claim 5 except claim 5 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar to that 
presented above for claim 5 are equally applicable to claim 6. 

Regarding claim 7, which depends from claim 3, claim 7 recites identical features 
as claim 5 except claim 5 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar to that 
presented above for claim 5 are equally applicable to claim 7. 
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Regarding claim 8, which depends from claim 1, the combination of Yamaguchi 
and Keeney teaches a print system wherein the host obtains information about a past 
record of the contents obtained by either the printer device or a delivery request 
terminal from the delivery request information table and controls either the printer device 
or the delivery request terminal so that the printer device can print the specified 
contents for a limited number of times (Keeney, col 4, In 50-55, wherein the lifetime of a 
print job is designated, and the number of printings may be set so the print job may only 
be printed the designated number of times. The lifetime, i.e. past record of the 
contents, is kept by the server, i.e. host providing content). 

Regarding claim 9, which depends from claim 2, claim 9 recites identical features 
as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar to that 
presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 9. 

Regarding claim 10, which depends from claim 3, claim 10 recites identical 
features as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 10. 

Regarding claim 11, which depends from claim 5, claim 1 1 recites identical 
features as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 1 1 . 

Regarding claim 12, which depends from claim 1, the combination of Yamaguchi 
and Keeney teaches a print system wherein the host separately controls charged and 
free contents according to the printer identification or a delivery request terminal 
identification, and when the contents requested for delivery are charged, a user is 
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charged under either the printer identification or the delivery request terminal 
identification (Keeney, col 7, In 60-67, and col 8, In 1-7, wherein fees may be charged 
for a plurality of options, e.g. job size, time for storage, monthly fee, per use fee, print 
quality, print size, etc.. Fees are charged either under the printer polling device (which 
may be in a variety of locations, as explained above), print job source, or any other 
device capable of communications via the network). 

Regarding claim 13, which depends from claim 2, claim 13 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 13. 

Regarding claim 14, which depends from claim 3, claim 14 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 14. 

Regarding claim 15, which depends from claim 5, claim 15 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 15. 

Regarding claim 16, which depends from claim 8, claim 16 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 16. 

Regarding claim 17, which depends from claim 1, the combination of Yamaguchi 
and Keeney teaches a print system wherein the printer device is a color ink-jet printer, a 
color laser printer, a monochrome laser printer or a dot impact printer (Keeney, col 15, 
In 34-35, print polling device (controlling communications of print system of Keeney) is 
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compatible with all types of printers, including a color ink-jet printer, a color laser printer, 
a monochrome laser printer, or a dot impact printer. See also Yamaguchi, paragraph 
91 , wherein the printer is a laser printer). 

Regarding claim 18, which depends from claim 2, claim 18 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 18. 

Regarding claim 19, which depends from claim 3, claim 19 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 19. 

Regarding claim 20, which depends from claim 5, claim 20 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 20. 

Regarding claim 21, which depends from claim 8, claim 21 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 21. 

Regarding claim 22, which depends from claim 12, claim 22 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 22. 

Regarding claim 23, the combination of Yamaguchi and Keeney further teaches 
a print system comprising a printer device, a host providing contents and a delivery 
request terminal connected in between the printer device and the host (Yamaguchi, fig 
1 , digital copier #1 , client #9, internet (not numbered) and WWW Server #1 1 , wherein 
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the WWW server provides contents to the client, which in turn provides the content to 
the digital copier. Additionally, see Keeney, col 7, In 50-59, wherein the polling device 
responsible for communications between content provider and the printer, may be 
located externally from printer), the delivery request terminal provided with a delivery 
request terminal identification (Yamaguchi, fig 5, Document Location #502, Printer 
address #503, and User name #504 identifying deliver request terminal), including a 
nonvolatile memory holding a delivery request information table storing access 
destination addresses (Yamaguchi, paragraph 119-120, URL provides destination 
address of content), the delivery request terminal identification and specific information 
about the printer device (Yamaguchi, paragraph 121-124, printer address and user ID 
identifies terminal and printer information. Print settings, specific to printer, can be seen 
in table 1, comprising sheet style, margins, sorting, duplex printing, etc.), executing a 
delivery request of the contents to the host by sending the delivery request information 
table to the host, and receiving print data of the contents from the host to send the print 
data to the printer device, the printer device printing the received print data (Yamaguchi, 
paragraph 16, wherein imaging device sends delivery request to WWW server, and 
wherein the printer receives the print data to be printed accordingly), the host receiving 
the delivery request information table from the delivery request terminal, determining 
whether the requested contents should be delivered according to the delivery request 
terminal identification included in the received delivery request information table 
(Keeney, for example, col 10, In 56-63, a list of recipients is located at the host, allowing 
the host to determine if the contents should be delivered. For clarification, with polling 
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device embodied as an external device in Keeney (col 7, In 50-59), the polling device 
become the delivery terminal, the server remains the content host, and the printer 
remains as the printer.), producing the print data of the contents on the basis of the 
specific information about the printer device, and delivering the print data to the delivery 
request terminal (Keeney, col 14, In 1-10, as part of the polling query, i.e. deliver 
request information table, the print data is produced in accordance with the printer 
specifics, and the data is delivered to the printing device to be printed). 

Regarding claim 24, which depends from claim 23, claim 24 recites identical 
features as claim 2 except claim 2 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 2 are equally applicable to claim 24. 

Regarding claim 25, which depends from claim 23, claim 24 recites identical 
features as claim 3 except claim 3 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 3 are equally applicable to claim 25. 

Regarding claim 26, which depends from claim 24, claim 26 recites identical 
features as claim 3 except claim 3 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 3 are equally applicable to claim 26. 

Regarding claim 27, which depends from claim 23, claim 27 recites identical 
features as claim 5 except claim 5 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 5 are equally applicable to claim 27. 

Regarding claim 28, which depends from claim 24, claim 28 recites identical 
features as claim 5 except claim 5 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 5 are equally applicable to claim 28. 
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Regarding claim 29, which depends from claim 25, claim 29 recites identical 
features as claim 5 except claim 5 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 5 are equally applicable to claim 29. 

Regarding claim 30, which depends from claim 23, claim 30 recites identical 
features as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 30. 

Regarding claim 31, which depends from claim 24, claim 31 recites identical 
features as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 31 . 

Regarding claim 32, which depends from claim 25, claim 32 recites identical 
features as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 32. 

Regarding claim 33, which depends from claim 27, claim 33 recites identical 
features as claim 8 except claim 8 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar to 
that presented above for claim 8 are equally applicable to claim 33. 

Regarding claim 34, which depends from claim 23, claim 34 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 34. 

Regarding claim 35, which depends from claim 24, claim 35 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 35. 



Application/Control Number: 10/073,964 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2624 

Regarding claim 36, which depends from claim 25, claim 36 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 36. 

Regarding claim 37, which depends from claim 27, claim 37 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 37. 

Regarding claim 38, which depends from claim 30, claim 38 recites identical 
features as claim 12 except claim 12 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 12 are equally applicable to claim 38. 

Regarding claim 39, which depends from claim 23, claim 39 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 39. 

Regarding claim 40, which depends from claim 24, claim 40 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 40. 

Regarding claim 41 , which depends from claim 25, claim 41 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 41 . 

Regarding claim 42, which depends from claim 27, claim 42 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1 . Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 42. 
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Regarding claim 43, which depends from claim 30, claim 43 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 43. 

Regarding claim 44, which depends from claim 34, claim 44 recites identical 
features as claim 17 except claim 17 is dependent on claim 1. Thus, arguments similar 
to that presented above for claim 17 are equally applicable to claim 44. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The Martin et al. reference, US 5,819,015, filed October 10, 
1997, is cited for teaching a printing system capable of bidirectional communication, 
wherein the printer sends status signals, and the configuration is stored in nonvolatile 
memory. The Shima reference, US 6,552,816, filed July 19, 1999, is cited for teaching 
a printing system wherein the printer requests and prints jobs. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dillon J. Murphy whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
5945. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




